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REPLY BRIEF FOR APPELLANTS 

This Reply Brief is filed under 37 C.F.R. §1. 193(b) in response to the Examiner's 
Answer entered February 24, 2004. A four month extension of time is filed herewith. 
Thus, after the extension, this reply is due by August 24, 2004. 
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Reply Brief for Appellants dated August 24, 2004 

Reply to Examiner's Answer of February 24, 2004 



REPLY TO EXAMINERS S ANSWER 

In his Answer, the Examiner states: 

Bloch also suggests to use [a] large LCD display capable of 
640x200 pixels, which can also be used for display games, toys and other 
consumer products (column 5, lines 45-52) for displaying information such 
as file name, labeling information, and any other relevant associated 
information (columns[sic] 3, lines 32-38, column 10, lines 15-21). 

The Examiner then assumes that this suggests display of graphical elements. 

Therefore, it would have been obvious for one of ordinary skill in the art at 
the time of the invention to used the device of Bloch to display an image 
such as a disk volume labeling graphic, or a thumbnail image of the image 
data as suggest[ed] by Bloch. . . 

However, Bloch provides no such suggestion . In the only place where this size of 
LCD is discussed, Bloch specifically states that: 

All numbers and most letters can be displayed on this matrix, however, if 
desired a twelve-segment display or a five by seven array can be used to 
generate all numbers and all letters. A wide variety of flat panel displays 
can be made with liquid crystal display technology. Large liquid crystal 
displays capable of 640x200 pixels and beyond have also been developed. 
These displays can show 25 lines by 80 characters, (column 5, lines 41-48) 

Thus, Bloch never provided any suggestion that this display be used for anything 
other that the display of characters. 

CONCLUSION 

In view of the foregoing and Appellants' Appeal Brief, no prima facie case of 
obviousness has been established with regard to any of Claims 1-10, 12-24, 26 and 27. 
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Application No. 09/528,356 
Reply Brief for Appellants dated August 24, 2004 
Reply to Examiner's Answer of February 24, 2004 

Accordingly, Appellants respectfully request the Board of Patent Appeals and 
Interferences to reverse the Examiner's rejections as to all of the appealed claims. 



DAS/bar 

SiDLEY Austin Brown & Wood llp 
717 N. Harwood, Suite 3400 
Dallas, Texas 75201 
(214)981-3482 (Direct) 
(214)981-3300 (Main) 
(214) 981-3400 (Facsimile) 
August 24, 2004 



Respectfully submitted. 




Douglas A, Sorensen 
Registration No. 31,570 
Attorney for Appellant 
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